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(6.8.)  Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  S.) : 
I  think  that  the  House  and  the  country 
must  feel  that  we  are  greatly  indebted 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  for  bringing  up 
this  question.  The  hon.  Member  is 
not  one  of  those  candid  friends  of  the 
Government  who,  for  one  cause  or 
another,  make  themselves  disagreeable 
and  hypercritical.  He  had  special 
opportunities  for  acquiring  knowledge 
which  gave  rise  to  that  belief  in  his  own 
mind  that  scandalous  proceedings  were 
going  on,  which  proved  to  be  only  too 
well  founded.  He  did  not  make  any 
public  attack.  He  communicated  pri- 
vately with  Ministers  as  long  as  a  year 
ago,  in  February  last ;  and  I  remember 
well  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  obliged 
to  make  a  statement  to  the  House  in 
June  last  on  the  subject,  because  he  had 
found  it  impossible  to  get  the  Govern- 
ment, by  private  exhortations  and 
communications,  to  take  any  action 
whatever.  The  result  of  his  public 
statements  in  this  House,  however, 
at  the  end  of  June,  forced  the  War 
Office    into    some    sort  of    action,  and 


thus  came  about  the  appointment  of  the 
Departmental  Committee  in  July.  It 
resulted,  not  freely  fiom  the  private 
information  of  February,  but  reluctantly 
from  the  public  disclosure  of  June.  The 
hon.  Baronet  justly  complained  of  the 
invidious  position  in  which  he  had  been 
placed  by  the  terms  of  the  reference  to 
that  Committee,  and  of  the  limitations 
of  that  reference  ;  and  hon.  Members, 
grateful  to  him  for  his  public  service, 
have  a  right  to  join  in  that  complaint. 
I  say  that  the  terms  of  that  reference 
were  not  suitable.  Then  what  next 
happened  1  The  Committee,  right  or 
wrong,  reported  in  August — so  much 
we  learn  from  the  prints  before  us — 
and  the  responsible  Minister — for  so  I 
must  call  him — actually  took  no  steps  to 
inform  himself  upon  the  matters  affecting 
the  personal  conduct  and  position  of 
officers  in  the  army  and  officers  of 
his  own  department  implicated  in  this 
matter,  previous  to  the  debate.  He  was 
quite  uninformed  on  these  subjects  as 
late  as  Friday  night  last,  when  he  asked 
the   House  to   pass   this  Vote.     So   far 


(3) 


from  considering  that  the  Report  placed 
in  his  hands  in  August  obliged  him  to 
inquiry  and  action,  so  far  from  con- 
sidering that  he  ought  to  call  for 
explanations  from  Captain  Hartigan, 
General  Truman,  and  Colonel  McLean, 
the  Secretary  does  nothing,  but  comes 
down  here  to  move  his  Vote  absolutely 
ignorant  on  the  matter  which  was  the 
chief  subject  of  the  disagreeable  debate  of 
Friday.  What  has  been  his  course 
towards  this  House  1  First  of  all  he 
endeavoured,  so  far  as  he  could,  to  prevent 
the  House  being  informed  effectively  of 
the  full  facts  of  the  case. 

Mr.  BRODRIGK:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  in  the  House  on  Friday  night. 

*Mr.  BLAKE :  Yes,  I  was. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  Well,  he  must 
know  that  I  explained  that  a  case  was 
pending  in  the  Law  Courts  involving 
two  of  the  persons  implicated,  and  that 
that  case  was  only  settled  in  the  Courts 
in  the  middle  of  January ;  and  at  that 
moment  I  did  not  think  I  was  justified 
in  making  all  the  facts  public. 

*Mr.  BLAKE:  The  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man laid  the  Papers  on  the  Table  at  the 
latest  instant  he  could  do  so,  and 
then  he  said  to  the  House,  with  the 
gravest  possible  face,  that  we  had  all 
the  information  he  could  give.  It  is 
ridiculous  to  say  that  he  could  not 
have  given  the  information  sooner. 
But  if  in  truth  he  could  not  have  laid 
the  papers  earlier,  then  he  was  bound  to 
defer  the  Vote  till  later.  It  is  an  absurd 
position  to  say  "  The  lawyers  told  me 
I  ought  not  to  inform  you  till  now,  and 
therefore  you  must  in  a  few  moments 
master  this  bulky  book."  But  although 
hon.  Members  had  only  a  few  minutes 
in  which  to  master  this  Report,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  they  did  master  it 
a  great  deal  more  thoroughly  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  although  he  had 
had  the  document  in  his  possession 
since  August  last.  In  truth,  his  infor- 
mation seemed  to  be  derived  from  state- 
ments made  in  debate  by  members  of  his 


Committee,  rather  than  from  any  study 
of  his  own  of  their  Report.  Next  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  thus 
precipitated  the  Vote  without  being 
informed  himself,  or  giving  the  House 
any  proper  chance  to  inform  themselves, 
repudiated  all  responsibility.  He  said, 
in  substance — 

"  This  is  not  a  War  Office  matter.  If  it  had 
been  a  case  of  the  permanent  officials,  of 
General  Truman  or  other  agents,  of  course 
I  would  have  been  responsible.  That  is  the 
political  rule ;  but  I  chose  to  employ  a  special 
agency  for  the  purpose.  I  employed  a  Com- 
mittee of  gentlemen  in  whom  I  had  confidence 
to  do  this  business,  and  because  of  employing 
this  special  agency,  instead  of  the  normal 
regular  agency  I  am  not  responsible  ;  my  per- 
manent staff  is,  of  course,  not  responsible ; 
there  is  no  one  responsible." 

If  that  is  the  result  of  employing  special 
agencies,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  allow  me  to  say  that  he  had 
better  not  employ  any  more  special 
agencies.  What  I  say  is,  that  the  public 
business  must  be  so  done  that  someone 
is  responsible  to  us  for  what  is  done. 
The  truth  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  just  as  responsible  for  what 
this  special  agency  did  as  for  the  doings 
of  his  own  officials  in  the  War  Office, 
and  to  endeavour  to  escape  political 
responsibility  on  the  ground  of  special 
agency  is  both  humiliating  and  ridicu- 
i  lous.  What  happened  next  1  Having 
come  to  the  House,  having  thrust  the 
Papers  on  us  at  the  latest  possible 
moment,  uninformed  himself,  having 
made  no  inqury  whatever,  and  unable 
to  answer  on  the  charges  made  against 
General  Truman — because,  as  he  now 
tells  us,  he  did  not  know  the  facts,  and 
was  not  able  to  deny  that  General 
Truman  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
present  Hartigan  appointment — having 
abstained  from  inquiry  of  the  General, 
of  Hartigan,  of  Colonel  McLean — he 
could  say  nothing.  But  was  it  not  his 
business  to  have  found  out  the  truth 
about  those  circumstances  which  had 
been  in  vain  brought  before  him  in 
February,  and  before  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dulwich  in  June  last  1 
Was  it  not  his  business  at  any  rate  to 
have  inquired  before  asking  for  the 
money  1  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  found  out  since.     Once  again,  driven 
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by  the  public  exposure  of  Friday,  he  has 
spent  the  time  between  Friday  and 
Monday  in  finding  something  out  about 
General  Truman,  and  has  got  some 
explanation  from  him.  And  he  has  also 
got  some  explanation  from  Captain 
Hartigan,  and  now  he  is  going  to  make 
an  inquiry — not  by  a  strong  Committee, 
but  a  personal  inquiry — and  form  his 
own  judgment  on  Captain  Hartigan's 
conduct.  There  is  also  to  be  a  military 
inquiry  in  regard  to  General  Truman  ; 
and  his  fate  will  then  be  settled.  But, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
have  informed  himself  of  all  these  facts 
and  to  have  acted,  last  summer,  and  any- 
way before  he  asked  the  Committee  on 
Friday  night  to  pass  this  Vote.  For 
every  fact  which  made  it  necessary  that 
he  should  enquire  and  investigate  is  in 
these  Papers  on  the  Table  ;  and  these 
Papers    have    been   in    his    hands   since 


August  last.  He  had  done  nothing  on 
them  whatever.  He  did  nothing  on  his 
own  Motion.  He  had  not  even  informed 
himself  before  the  Vote.  He  would  have 
known  nothing  and  done  nothing  but  for 
the  debate.  But  forced  again,  Sir,  he  now 
at  last  finds  that  there  is  a  prima  facie 
case  against  one,  and  that  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  should  be  held  on  another,  and 
he  invites  us  to  suspend  our  judgment 
accordingly.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  statement  shows  a  gross 
neglect  of  his  official  duty.  He  has  done 
nothing  voluntarily,  or  in  time,  or  until 
the  House  of  Commons  has  forced  his 
hand.  I  own  that  such  a  method  of  con- 
ducting public  business  does  not  inspire 
me  with  any  confidence  as  to  the  result 
of  the  right  hon. .  Gentleman's  further 
inquiries,  or  his  mode  of  conducting  the 
business  of  this  Nation. 


